Laudato Si'—issued by Pope Francis in 2015—is far more than an environmental
document. It is a moral framework about human dignity, interconnectedness, justice, and
responsibility for our shared home.

When compared with the principles of the Peace, Freedom, Justice, and Fairness (PFJF)
movement—especially one oriented toward global cooperation or even a planetary
governance model—the overlap is substantial and philosophically meaningful.

1. Core Moral Foundation: Human Dignity
Laudato Si’:
o Affirms the inherent dignity of every human being.
e Emphasizes that life is sacred and cannot be reduced to economic value.
e Critiques systems that treat people as disposable.
PFJF Movement:
e Explicitly asserts that all human life is equal, invaluable, and sacrosanct.
e Calls for political systems that prioritize protection of life and liberty for all.

Alignment:
Both frameworks reject utilitarian systems that sacrifice some lives for others. They insist
that human worth is universal and immeasurable, forming a shared ethical foundation.

2. Interconnectedness and Global Solidarity
Laudato Si’:

e Introduces the concept of “integral ecology”—everything is connected:
environment, economy, culture, and human well-being.

o Callsforglobal solidarity to address climate change and inequality.
PFJF Movement:
e Sees humanity as a single species sharing one planet.

o Advocates for planetary-level cooperation or governance to solve global crises like
war, poverty, and environmental collapse.



Alignment:

Both reject fragmented, purely nationalistic thinking. They promote a planetary
consciousness, recognizing that problems like hunger, war, and climate change cannot be
solved inisolation.

3. Critique of Current Political and Economic Systems
Laudato Si’:
e Ciriticizes unchecked capitalism, consumerism, and short-term profit motives.

o Warns against political systems that prioritize power and economics over people
and the environment.

PFJF Movement:
o Identifies political failure when people starve on a planet capable of feeding all.

e Challenges national sovereignty when it enables war, inequality, and environmental
harm.

Alignment:
Both argue that current systems are structurally flawed and incapable of delivering
justice and sustainability without deep reform.

4. Peace and Nonviolence
Laudato Si’:

¢ Links environmental destruction with conflict and social instability.

¢ Implies that peace requires justice, sustainability, and care for creation.
PFJF Movement:

e Explicitly promotes peace as a central goal.

o Often critiques war-making powers of sovereign states and advocates for systems
that prevent conflict.

Alignment:
Peace is not seen as merely the absence of war, but as the presence of justice, equity, and
ecological balance.



5. Justice for the Poor and Vulnerable
Laudato Si’:

e Strong emphasis on the “preferential option for the poor.”

e Recognizes that environmental harm disproportionately affects the poorest.
PFJF Movement:

e Highlights starvation, inequality, and systemic injustice as moral failures.

e Advocates for fairness in distribution of resources and opportunity.

Alignment:
Both frameworks insist that justice must be measured by how the most vulnerable are
treated.

6. Environmental Stewardship
Laudato Si’:

e Central focus: caring for Earth as “our common home.”

e Calls for sustainable development and ecological responsibility.
PFJF Movement:

¢ Oftenincludes environmental sustainability as essential to long-term peace and
fairness.

e Recognizes that resource scarcity can drive conflict and injustice.

Alignment:
Environmental responsibility is not optional—it is integral to justice and survival.

7. Freedom and Moral Responsibility
Laudato Si’:
e Supports human freedom but ties it to moral responsibility and the common good.

o Warns against “absolute freedom” that ignores consequences.



PFJF Movement:
e Emphasizes freedom of belief, identity, and participation.
e Balances freedom with fairness and responsibility to others.

Alignment:
Freedom is notisolated individualism; it is freedom within a moral and social framework
that respects others.

8. Governance and Authority
Laudato Si’:
o Calls for stronger international institutions to address global problems.

o Does not explicitly advocate a world government, but suggests global coordination
is necessary.

PFJF Movement:
e May go further, advocating for a federal democratic planetary system.
o Seeks to limit the destructive aspects of national sovereignty.

Key Difference:
o Laudato Si’is cautious and reform-oriented.

e PFJF may be transformational, proposing structural global governance changes.

9. Spiritual vs. Secular Framing
Laudato Si’:

e Rooted in Catholic theology and spirituality.

e Frames care for the Earth as a moral and spiritual duty.
PFJF Movement:

e Likely pluralistic or secular.

e Emphasizes universal human values rather than specific religious doctrine.



Alignment:
Despite different language, both converge on shared ethical conclusions.

10. Call to Action
Laudato Si’:
e Calls individuals, communities, governments, and institutions to act.
e Emphasizes cultural transformation and moral awakening.
PFJF Movement:
e Calls for systemic political reform and global cooperation.
¢ Oftenincludes activism, advocacy, and institutional redesign.

Alignment:
Both are not just philosophies—they are calls to transform human behavior and
systems.

Conclusion: A Deep Compatibility

Laudato Si’ can be seen as a moral and philosophical ally to the Peace, Freedom, Justice,
and Fairness movement.

e Itprovides a widely respected ethical foundation
e Itbridges religious and secular audiences
e ltreinforces the urgency of global cooperation

Where PFJF may offer structural and political solutions, Laudato Si’ offers moral
legitimacy and spiritual depth.

A Unifying Insight
If the PFJF movement seeks to answer:
“What kind of political system should humanity build?”

Then Laudato Si’ helps answer:



“What kind of moral vision should guide that system?”

Together, they form a powerful synthesis:
A just world requires both ethical transformation and structural change.



